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T'his is the second in a series of annual summary reports on 
application statistics. Supplementary reports examining in 
more detail tho^e aspects of the applicatipn process ^which 
warrant' closer study will also be prepared from tlm^ to time 




L .- 



- 1 - 



Introduction 




This report presents summary statistics on application and 
registration patterns of a^pplicants wishing to pursue full-time * 
study in fitst-year places in the Ontario unive^ities. The 
statistics w^re derived from the central file maintained by the 
Ontario Universities* Application Centre. Data on this file were 
obtained t:'hroughout the admission^ cycle from the processing of 
applications by the Centre and from the universities themselves. 
In October, 1974, e^ch- university submitted data to the Centre 
on those applicants who' were eligible* for processing by the Centre 
but whcr, for one reason or another, were processed at the univer- 
sity and on students who registered at the university, regardless 
of subsequent withdrawal from the university by^^ny oT thede 
students. All application and registration statistics presented 
^n this report ref er ^to full-time places in the 1974-75 fall term 
in first-year, post-Year 5 programmes in the Ontario universities; 



Berdr'q^ examing the statistics, a number o'f definitions are 



presented T^^f 



*•>> 



Year 5 applicants- refer to*"i^o3e ^p^licants who were registared 



during the 1973-74 academic year^«^ f ullxtime studjents in Yel|r 5 



of an Ontario secondary school. All o^]^^^ ap^icants were defined 



to be Regulai? applicants ; 
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;Each applicant was allowed E<y%idi]^e up to three choices of ^ 
universities and programmes .:i>'EacTi choice was considered to be 
a separate application even though the applicant submitted only 
one ap;?iication form". Applicants also indicated their -order of 
preference for the three choices. (1974 was the first year in ' 
which Regular applicants used an application form which allowed 
three choiceis. Prior to ^his. Regular applicants were required to 
submit a separate application ford for each choice of programme 
and university, up to a m(^mum of threk choice.s. "^he order of . 
preference was assigned to Ihe choices by the ord^^. in which they 
'were received at the Centre .J 



Applicants were permitted to amend th^r choices during the 
application cycle by dropping a choice ari\ adding a different 
active choiceV thus creating an inactive choi^ or application. 
The total numberof applications processed by tR^Centre consisted 
of both active and inactive applications. ^In the \bles that 
follow, only Table 1 includes inactive applicatloijs . 

The Application Centre wa-s" responsible for the processing of all 

■ \ ■ ' ' V ^/ 

applications^ for first-year, full-Cime applicants who were nbt j.' 
previously registered at an Ontatio univ,ersitK When these \ 
"applicants Registered at a univer.sity, they wire designated as^^^ 



registered appllealits . If a student had Been 



pr eviously ^ir egis tter ed 



(i.e., repeater, interjial transfer) at that indt^itutio^ h|s appi^i- 
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cation was not processed by the Centre. In order to obtain total 
registration d^a on all students registeredf in the first year o!^ 
full-time-study, uhlversities Were aaked to supply the name of 
*each student, togetherxWith the programme registered iij, who was 
not' in the Centre' s syst^. Where universities did not identify 
the clas^^ication of some of their registrants they were 
unidentified regis trknts. ' / / 

A number of sections outlining various aspects of the admissiotis 
process aire presented in this report. It is not, however, intended 
that this report provide a microscopic analysis, but rather a 
general overview. More detailed infoirmation ma^^ be found in reports 
regularly forwarded to the universi£iep* admissions offices by the 
Application Centre and in the Ontario Universities' Application 
Centre's Admission Data Systems Report 1974 . 

As this is the second annual summary report on application sta- 
tistics, a number of comparisons are made with the 1973 statistics.* 
The general practice followed in the current report is to present 
statistiqai tables for 1974 applications and to make comparisons 
J0ith the previous year (where deemed appropriate) in the text. 



* Application Statistics 1973 , Council of Ontario Universities, 
Toronto, 1974. 
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GENERAL iS 



TABLE 1^ 
LY TABLE OF SYSTEM TCITALS 1974 



Number of active applications 

Number of inactive applications. 

Total number of applications 

Number of active applicants 

Number of inactive applicants 

Total number of applicants * 

Number*of applications/applicant) 

Number of registered applicantg. 

Number of registered ^tr^nsfers 
and repeaters. 

Number of unidentified registrants 
Total^ registered 



Year 5 


Regular 


Total 


98,075 


36 ',098 


134,173 


5,474 


3,072 


8,546 


103,549 


39,170 


142,719 


36,426 * 


18,545 


54 ,971 


627 


1,089 


1,716 


37), 053 


19,634 


^ 56,687 


2.8 


2.0 


2.5 


25,821 


'7,843 


33,654 



2,361 

855 , 
36s 880 



^ 



ERIC 
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A number of tables will be added to the 1975 report to present 
information on trends in various aspects of the admissions process, 



2. Summary of System Totals ^ , \ 



A getieral summary of applications and registrations in the Ontario 
universities in 1974 is presented in Table l>-.4^otal of 56,687 - 

applicants '(1,716 of whom became inactive applicants dltxJ4i& the 

■ %■ 

admissions cyclb) submitted a total of 142,719 applications (8,, 
of these became inactive) in 1974. This represented an increase 
in-applications of 17% over the previous year. This :^as mainly 
due to the fact that the 1974 application. form for Regular appli- 
Cants permitted three choicest- Total applications from Year 5 
at>plicants increased by 5% while Regular applications increased by 
55%. Of the 54,971 active applicants in 1974, 66% were in Year 5 
at an Ontario secondary school, down from 68% in 1973. On average. 
Year 5 apfilicants submitted 2.8 applications per applicant 
(unchanged from the previous year) while Regular applicants sub- » 
mitted 2.0 applications per applicant (a considerable increase 
'from the 1973 ratio of 1.4). Together with the registered transfer 
and repeaters and unidentified registrants, there were 36,880 
registered full-time students in first-year, post-Year 5 under- 
• graduate programmes in the FalL of 1974, an increase o£ 4% over 
the previous year. 
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An overview of active applications and registrations In 1973 and , ^ 

1974 Is presented In Tabl^ 2. The statistics for Year 5 applicants 

are related to the Enrolments In Year '5 In the preceding years. 

From the table It can be s6en that the Increase of 7.6% In Year 5 

enrolment yielded an Increase of 5,4% In applicants and 4.6% In 

registered applicants between 1973 and 1974. In 1974 the applicant/ 

enrolment and the registrant/enrolment ratios declined slightly 

while the registrant /applicant ratio remained the same^as the 

1973 value. Looking at the Regular applicant figures. It Is geen 

that applicants Increased by 14% In 1974 but registrants by only 

2%. This resulted In a decline In tfie registrant /applicant ratio 

from 0.47 In 1973 to 0.42 In 1974. Taking Year 5 and R^fegular | 

' ' „ ' 

together, there was an Increase of ^% In total applicants in 1974 

*i 

with registrants increasing by 4%. The registrantAenrolment ratio 

. ' ' • 

declined from 0.64 to 0.61. , ^ . 

0 « ■ / 

3'>. AppllcatlQns> Registrations and Yield RaVjos 

Table 3 ^i;:esents statistics on active applications atfi registrations 
for eaeh university and also examines the yield ratios of registered 
applicants to applications*. The yield ratio should not be CQpsti^ued 
to be a measure of the attractiveness of a particular university. 
Rather, it hafe been included as a possible forecasting tool fdt 
future use. If this ratio remains stable over a period of years, 
it would be -possible to use this ratio in conjunction with numbers 
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of" applications to predict Intake, levclfj. ' 

About 25% of the tojtal active application^ yielded registered 
applicants in 1974. As might be expected, this was somewhat 
lower '"than the 1973 ratio because of the increase in Regular 
. applications due to additional choices on the application form. 
The yield ratio for Year 5 applicants^ was 26% (about the same as 
in 1973) and for Regular applicants it was 22/^. For tdtM 
registered applicants in 1974 the yield ratio varied from 19% at 
Queen's to 32% at Laurentian.^ The yield ratio for' Year 5 
'registered applicants varied from 20% at Queen's to 33% at 
Latirentian. The corresponding figures for Regular registered' 
applicants ranged from 14% at T6ronto to 36% at Trent. This 

greater variation in th^ yield ratios for Regular registered 

, . • \ • • • \ 

applicants possibly ref lects'dif fering admissions policies on the 
part of the universities. At most liniversitie^ the yield ratio 
for Regular registered applicants was lower than the ratib^f or 
'ifear 5 registered , applicants. ^ * 

There does not appear to be any pattern in ifhe yield ratios. Many 
large, established universities had 16w yield ratios while a ./ 
number of the smaller universities had Relatively high ifatios. In 
fact, the highest overall ratios were recorded by Laurentian, Trent 
and Brock. ^ The smaller universities, however, did rely more 
• heavily on Regular applicants as a source of registered students,: 

14 
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Ottawa was an exception to -this In that 45% of its register 
applicants werfe derived from the 'Regular stTeam. 

A, * Applicant^* Choice Preferences - Universities 

Active applications by choice preference are feh^wi^ i^ TJable/^A as 
a percentage of total active^ applications at/eaoh university for 
Year applicants, ftegular applicants and total applicants. On 
average, 37% of the Year 5 applicatioT^\were first choices, 34% 
were second choices arid 2|9% were third ^choices. Toronto's 
percentage of 'first choic^^^]^pli(?&tions of 53^ was weir above 
the average. Guelph ani Lautentian were the only othfer univer- 
sitie,s whoae percentage of first^ choices was above the average. 
There does <not appear to be any pattetrn evident between the 
larger and smaller univerlsities. About* ,.50?; of the Regular appli-^ 
cations were first choices,- 29% were seconjd choice^ and 21% were 
third choices. The percentage of first chcrices 'varied from 40% 
at Lakehead to 57% at York. For both Year 5 and Regular appli-« 
cation's the percentage of first choices varied from 31% at Wilfrid 
Laurier to 54% at Toronto. * / . : 

For the Year 5 applications there were no significant changes in 
patterns of choice preferfiince between 1973 and 1974. Y^ar to year 
comparisons for the Regulaf applications would not have been 
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meaningful because of the change in the Regular application form' 
in 197A. / 



Table 5 presents a similar distributioji for registered applicants. 

f " / 

A much h,igher percentage of first c^hoices is observW in this 

\ ' ' • ci . . ^ ' ^ . 

table. ' The'' average percentage of first choices for/ Year 5 

registered applicants of 75% was double the corresponding 

percentage of dctlve applications. Toro^ato had the highest per- 



centage of first choices at 8^ while 'torljc had fehfe lowest percentage 

* ^ ' „ * ■ . . / 

with 57t. To some exfeent the liarger,;. establish^ universities 

. ■ • . • 
tended to have higher percentages of f ir^t-cho±j*e. Year 5 

registered applicants than did the smaller universities. Looking 

'7 

at the Rejgular regi«te.red applicants ,V 81% were first choices. 
.Toronto had the highest percentage of first yholces with 93% and 
Lakehead was- lowest with 65%. For. ^11 registered applicants, both 
Year ^ and Regular, 76% were first choices j 



Tl^e percentage of "Year 5 first choice registered applicants in 
1974 was about the same as in 1973. 



5. Applicants' Choice Preferences -/ProRrammes 



ERIC 



Although the Application Centre p|i/pcessed programmes under twenty- 
four separate programme ^leadings/, for this report these have been 




o nine programme ,groupings (these groupings are out- 

18 



X 



■ V 



lined in Appendix A) . , A distribution of the active applications 
Into these programing groupings is presented In Tdble 68^ (The 
corresponding figures for 1973 are presented in_%>re 6A. The 
table which appfeared in Application s Statistics 1973 reported 
applications to mathematics at the University^ of Waterloo under ■ 
commerce and business. In 1974 these application^ were reported 
under other 'related science; it i/as, therefore, nkcessary to alter 
the 1973 figures.) About 40% of the total active applications in 
1974 were for arts, with an additional 21% for science. Other, 
related arts and other related science together accounted for an 
additional 15% of ^the applications . ' There were slightly higher 
percentages of'applicati.ons frc|b Regular apt)licants than from 
Year 5 applicants in arts, commerce and business and engineering.' 
CompfCed to 1973, there were only relatively small changes in 
1974 in"tlie..patterA of applications by programme. The percentage 
of total applications in 1974 was down slightly in arts (two 
• percent-a'ri points) arid up marginally .in commerce and bi^siness and 
in engineering. 

Similar disttibut ion's fof registered applicants in 1973 and 1974 
are presented in Tables 7A and 7b/ Arts showed a higher percentag 
of the total registered applica/ts (45%) than its share of the 
active applications (40%) . Engineering, physical education, other 
related arts .and other relaM science all ^recorded lower per- 
centages of registered ap/licantsNiian of applications. There 



was a significantly higher percentage pf Regujatireglstered ^ > / 
applicants in arts (56%) than was tW case for l|r^r 
applicants (42%). In science this y^ttern j^^^ir^ Alto-- 

her, 79%^of the total teglsteiddjip'^^ arts, 
science, other related 'arts and oth^r related science, about the 



• same as in 'f973^/' .III 1974^^ere w^ere^only minor shiltd from the 

; • ■ . ' - - ^:p'y\' jf' 

previous y^r in the/^jfe€ern pf yi^gistered applicants by programme. 

. The distribution of actiye^ applications anlbng programme groupings 
y choice preference is presented in Table 8. For the Year, ^ 
ppilcatlons, ther^ were no significant differences in the per- 
centages of fdrsti second and third choice applicatiaiis in half 
^the programuies sjjtown. However, an interesting pattern was evident 

v - - >■. 

- - 

when 'th%: figures for arts and science were combi5i:ied' and compared ' 
with the combined figures ft)r other related arts^and 'other related 
science. Arts and science applications increased from 58. 03^ of 

^irst choices to 62.8% of second choices-^and 63.9^ of third choices. 

* ■ ■ » - ft 

A corresponding pattern of decreases was shown with second and 
third choices for other related arts and other related science. 
These programmes iaccount^ f or 18.3% of first choice applications, 
13.8% of second choice and 12>Q^ of t^trd choice. It w^ld appear 
that many applicants who initially ^^^ied to the more specialized 
programmes in other related arts and other related scietice switched 
to the more general arts and science programmes with their second 



and third choices. For the Regular applicants, patt^trrTs were 



■0 



evident in a number^* of programmes. There were increa$e:s^with 
second And third choices in science, commerce and business and . ; 
engineering whilfe decreases' w«^e shown in arts, other related 
arts' and other relkted science. The'^ame overall patterns were 
evident in 1973 for &oth Tear 5 and Regx^ar applications. 

6> Regular- Applicants* Edij^cational Source /-"^fv -V 

'* ■* . > . . , ■ * - -• - 

A ,^gj4|jpiary of active applications, applicantsVand regtstered^ 
applicants By the educational sbtirce of . the Regular applicants 
is presented in Table 9. tnierestingly , the percentages of 
applicants 'f rcwn^ the various educjati^otial sauces were almost , 

«' " * ^ ,f , ' . • 

similar td the. percentages, of applications, indicating that^ there 

• ' ' ' ■ • *> . ' ■ 

was almost no variation by educational source in the number^^bf ^ ' 
applications submitted per applicants The two largest represent- 
ations were Year 5/^app|'icantk a ptior year and applicants 
with, senior matriculation frc^ countries other than Canada; each\ 
of these groups represented about 19% of the Regular appJLiifcants. 
An addit^<^al 12% of the. applicants were classified as adult ; 
students and 111 were senior matrlculatiori from othet* Canadian 
o provinces. . * ^ , 

■ ■ • 

*Over '42% of the Regular applicants became registered applicants. 
Of the two largest' groups of applicants, two* thirds of the Year 5 
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applicants from a prior year became registered applicants 
(representing 30% of ^"the Regular registered applicants) and ^e- 
quarter of the applicants with senior matriculation from countries 
other than Canada became registered applicants (representing 11% 
of the RjBgular registered applicants). An additional 14% of the 
registered applicants were adult students and 10% were senior 
matriculation' f rem otJt^r Canadian provinces. 
* 

Valid comparisons with 1973 cannot be. made for applications; 
however, the r974 applicant and registered applicant figures show 
no significant changes from 1973 in the^percentages fr6m the 
differentf educational sources. \ 

7. Geographic Origin.of^ ^Applicants and Registrants 



Active applications broken out by the geographic origin of the 
applicants are shown in Table 10 expressed as a percentage of 
total active applications, (from eijzher Year 5 oty Regular appli- 
cants) for each university". The ge^raphic groupings used in this 
analysis are outlit^ed in Appendix |B. ^one !^ has been broken out 
since, all universities drew heavily onAthip region for Year 5 
applicants and, in manylcase^, foir RjpgaVar appli^cants as well. 

'York depenaed most on its local ione las a ^ource of applicat^ioiis 
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TABLE 10 



piSTRIBUTION OF ACTIVE APPLICATIONS BY GEOGRAPHIC ORiGIN 
OF APPLICAiNXS AS A PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPLICATIONS 
BY APPLICANT TYPE FOR EACH UNIVERSITY 1974 / 



BrocKj 
(Zone 3) 

( '] 
Car let on 
(Zone 10) j 

Guclph 
"(Zone 5) 

Lakehead 
(Zond jl.3) 



Yr . 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Reg.' 



Local 
Zone 

29.8 

46.0 
22.5 

^lO.O 
9.4 

34.0 
6.9 

49.1 
35.3 

25.8 
18.6 

'48.7 
21,1 

9.4 
.4.7 

63.3 
34.7 

18.9 
16.0 



Laurent ian Yr. 5 

(Zone 12) Reg. 

McMaater Yr. 5 

(Zone 4) Reg. 

Ottawa Yr. 5 

(Zone. iO) Reg. < 

Queen's Yr. 5 

(Zone 9) Reg. 

Toronto Vr. 5 

(Zone 7) Reg. 

Trent • Yr. 5 

,(ZAne 8) Reg. 

Waterloo' Yr. 5 

<Zone 5) .Reg. 

Western Yr. 5 

(Zone. 2) Reg,. 

W.L.U. Yr. 5 

(Zone 5X ^ Reg, 

Windsor Yr; 5 

(Zone 1) Reg. 

Yock Yr. 5 

(Zone 7) * Reg. 

Average Yr. 5 

" Reg. * 



* Excluding Toronto and York 



Zone 
7 

20.2 
17.6 

16.8 
'9.1 

34.9 
27.8 N 

20.. 6 " 
il.5' 

12.7 
6.7 

'35.7 
17.7 

13.0 

35.4 
11.4 



Rest of Quebec Rest/of Foteign 
Ontario . Canqfda 



34.8 
21.9 ^ 

34.0 
15.8 

53.2 - 
28.4 



43,9 
17.3 

37x3 

35.3 ^ 
14..4 

34.4 
9.8 

52.1 
18.8 

33.1. 
13^6 




0.1 
1.8 

6.5 

,^9.8 

0.1 
.6.9 

0.1 
3.6 

0.2 
13.6 

- 0.1 
4.4 

, 0.6 
45.0 

. 0.4 
16.2 

0.1 
5.1 



6.5 

0.1 
7.8 

0.1 

7.8 



1.6 



1.9 

0.1 
4.0 

0.2 

11. 2 . 



s 




0.1 


^"0.7 


2.7, 


25.2 






\ 0.1 


l,4i 


8.2 


' 12.1 




1 1-0 


4.9 


21.0 


\ 

• 






^ 0.7 




52.5 


0.1 


0.1 


2.6 


'20.9 


oa 


1.9 


2.9' 


39.7 


0.2 ^ 


V 1.8 


3.9 


NL5.0 


0.2 


l>fi 


12:5 


31.8^ 


. 0.1 


2.2 


5.4 


38.8 


0.3 


0.4 




9.7 




1.5 


7.0 


29.3 


0.1 


1.9 


5.9 


30.9 


„ 0.1 


0.9 


^ 2.2 


24.7 


0.1 


2.7 


3.7« 


51.1 


. ,0.1 


1.6. 


3.6 


25.3 


0.1 


1.7 



5.5 



29.8 



nearly 80 % of its Yeaf 5 applications and 54% of its Regular 
applications came from this region » Toronto shpwed 63?. of its 
Year 5 applications artd 35% of its Regular applications, from its 
local- zone. For both Toronto and York the local zone was Zone 7. 
Guelph, Queen's and Whterloo attracted the smallest percentages 
of applications from their local zones (these percentages ranged 
from 4.7%-to 10.8% for both Year 5 and Regular) GHelph.^psMaster , 
Queen's, Trent, Waterloo and'Xesbern all relied on Zone 7 for 
over a third of their Year 5 applications. Guelph and Trent alpo 
drew heavily on this zone for Regular applications as well. Most 
universities obtained one third to one half of their Year 5 
applications from the rest of Ontario. For Regular applications, 
Ottawa obtained 45% from Quebec, Carleton 205f, Queen's 16% and 
Laupentian 14%. Queen's was fhe onVy urtive^sity t» obtain over 
10% of its Regular applications from the rest of Canada. Foreign 
sources provided Lakehead and Windsor with over 50% of. their 
Regular applications and Toronto^and McMaster with almost 40% of 
their Regular applications. For Yea^5 applications there was no 
. real change in 1974 from the patterns d^the previous year and 
Valid comparisons cannot be made for Regular applications. 

» 

♦ • ' . • .■ • 

A similar distribution showing registered applicants by geogtaphic 
origin "is presented in Table 11. For most universities, for both 
Year 5 and Regular applicadts, the percentages of registered ^pli- 
cants obtained from the local zones were significantly higher than 
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TABLE 11 



DISTRIBUTION OF RKG I STEREO APPLICiVNTS BY GEOCRAlMilC ORIClli OF REGISTRANTS 
AS A rLRCEr^XAGi: OF TOTAt Rl'GItlTERED iXTPLICANTS 
r> • BY REGISTRiVNT TYPE OF EACH UNIVERSITY^ 19/4 



Brock 
(Zone 3) 

Carleton 
(Zone 10) 

Guelph 
. (Zone 5) 

. Lakchcad 
(Zone 13) 

Laurent ian 
(Zone 12) 

McMaster 
(Zone 4) 

Ottawa 
(Zone 10) 

Queen • s 
(Zone 9) 

Toronto 
(Zone 7). 

Trent 
(Zbne 8) 

waterloo- 
/(Zone 5) 

^estern 
(Vone 2) 

W.L,1 
(Zone 5) 

Windsor 
(Zone^l) 

York 
(Zone 7) 



Yr. 3 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

Yt. 5 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Re^. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Re£. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Re^. 

Yt. 5 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 

.3, 

Yr. 5 . 
Reg. 

Yr. 5 

Rfcg. 

Yr. 5 
Reg. 



Local 
Zone 



Zone 
7 



^-^^ 11.2 
52.8V- 15.9 



Yr. '5 
Reg. 



60.0 
22.5 

67.1 
61.3 

46.9 
42.8 

69.2 
33.1 

17.9 
10.1 

78.6 
61.18 



8.3 

7.3 
6.2 

20.2 
18.5 

3.9 
2.0 

26.1 
8.1 



26.2 
17.5 



33.3 

14.85># 30. 7^ 
15.4^ 26.4 

4 

50.fi. 23.6 
30.9 Vl9.1 

34.7 22.7 
34.3 23.4 



78. 8 
60.7 

82. ar 
69^6 



Rest of 
Ontario 

mi 




49.9 
39.4 



Average 

* Excluding Toronto and York. 



4.3 

>:8 



21.4* 
16.8* 



30.7 
22.4 

24.9 
20.5 

30.2 
16.2 

23.3 
8a 

53.8 
;19.2 

17.0 
15.0 

33.0 
20.4 

51.9 

26:9 

42.9 
24.2 

41.2 
:j6.8 

13.7 
11.7 

15.9 
8.9 

32.4 
18.3 



lubcc* 


Rest of 


Foreign 


.Not 




Canada 




Reported 






0*9 




1.6 


1.6 


9.9 


0.8 


0.5 


0.1 


0. 7 


. 1 .J 


l2.6 


11.5 


5.6 


' 1.6 


0.1 




0.5^ 


0.0 


6.2 


6.2 




1.2 






"7 


l.lJ- T, 


3.4 ^ 


^--^7.9 


29.2 


1.1 








^ 0.7 


5.8 


2.2 


3.6 . 


0.4 






1.6 


1.1 


0.9 


•1.4 


19.2 


1.0 


01. 4 


0*1 


^.0 


1.1 


50.6 


2.4 


3.4 


0.4 


0.5 


0.2 


1.0 


^ 0.5 


19.9 


'20.1 


15.8 


6.8 






3.0 


1.4 


2.9 * 


5.2 


13.5 


1.6 


<> 


0.5 


0.5 


1.5 


4.9 


6.0 


4.9 


2.6 


0.1 




. 1.6 


0.9 


5.0 


8.1 


16.6 


1.6 


0.1 


' 0.1 


2.0 


1.1 


4.6 




14.4 


l.b 


0.2 




0.5 


0.7 


1^7 


. 2.9 


» 10.9 






0.1 


2.1 


' 1.0 


* 0.3 


^ 2.1 


17.1 


0.3 


0.1 




0.8 


' 0.6 


3.1 


3.0 


13.5 


V9 


0.1 


0.1 


1.7 


1.0 


10.3 


5.5' 


12.0- 


1.6 



the corresponding percentages for^ applications. On average, 50% 
of the Year 5 and 39%, of the Regular registered applicants came 
from the local zone (compared to 36% and 23% respectively for 
applications). Correspondingly, .many of the percentages for 
registered applicants* from other geographic area^ igrere lower than 
fot the applications. In particular, the percentage of Regular 
registered applicants from foreign sources was 12% compare^ to 
the 30% of applications from this source. 

Toronto, Windsor and York- obtained about 80% of their Year 5 
registered applicants from their local zone^. York obtained 70% 
of its Regular registered applicants from its local zone as well 
and Laur^ntian, Toronto and Windsor drew about 60% 'of their 
Regular registered applicants from their local zones. Guelph, 
Trent and Waterloo obtained significant percentages of both 
Year 5* and Regular registered applicants from Zone 7. Guelph, 
Queen's and Waterloo obtained about half of theil: Year 5 
registered applicants from the rest of Ontario. Ottawa relied 
on Quebec for 51% of Hts Regular regiatered applicants, ^Queen* s 
20% and Carleton 13%« Queen's also drew 20% of its Regurar 
registered applicants from the rest^f Canada. Lakehead obtainel 
29% of its Regular registered applicants from outside Canada^ and 
McMaster drew 19% from this source. 
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For Year 5 registered applicants there were no significant changes 
In 1974 from the p^ttetos of the previous year. However, therein 



were a number of Interesting shifts for Regulat registered applicants. 
While it has been state^^^^vlously that it is difficult to make 
\^lld comparisons for Regular" applications in 1973 and 1974,. some 
comparisons are necessary to clarify the shifts in registered 
applicants. Lakehead showed. a drbp frbm 38% in 1973 to 23% in 
1974 in the percentage of Regular registered applicants from its 

local zone. This reflected t;lie halving of thfe percentage of ^ 

\ . ■ ^ ^ 

applications in 1974 from thl^ source/and a 20% reduction in 

' ■ . ' ■. ■■ ■ \ 

Regular registered appHcantg at Lakehead f*'^3:here.. was also an 

' ' , " ■ - ' ' ■ "V ■ 

increase in Regular registered applicants from foreign sources 
from 21% in 1973 to 29% i,n^l974. The number of students iti each 
year was about the same but the percentage increased in 1974 because 
of the smaller number of total registered *'applicants. The per- 
centage »of Regular registered applicants obtained, from Quebec by 
Ottawa declined frgm 63% in 1973 to 51% in 1974. Theire was" a 
corresponding' increase in Regular registered applicant^ from 
Ottawa's local zone. This reflected a slmila^r decline in the 
percentage of Regular applications from Quebec between the two 
years together with a su*bstantial increase in th^^bsolute number 

of applications from Ottawa's local zone. RegularWegistered 

^ ft / 

applicants from foreign sources at Queen's dropped from 23% of 

■ the total in' 1973 to 16% in 1974. This reflected a decrease of 

f our percentage points in th^ perceiflcage. of 1974 applications 
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from fo/eigh applicants and a substantial increase In applications 
from all sources. The percentage of Regular registered applicants 
obtained by Toronto' from its local zone 'declined from 74% in 1973 
to 62% in 1974. There was an increase .in the percentage from 
foreign sources from 9% to 14^. similar patterns were shown for 
the Regular applications. Trent showed a decrease in Regular 
registered applicants from its local zone from 29% In 1973 to 18% 
i'n 1974 ai\d an increase 'in the percentage^obtained from Zone 7 
from 39% to 44%. This reflected the shifts in the pattern of 
Regular applications. 

' ' , * " • ■' ■ . ' ■ 

8. Applicants' Age, Sex, Citizenship and I roml^ration Status 

TlieYear 5 active applicants 'are broken out by age and sex in Table 
12. Nearly 55% of these applicants' were male in ^1974 Cdown from- ^ 
57% in'the previous- year) . About 61% of the total applicants 
w^ 19 years of age. This age group, had by far the highest 
Xpresentation for both male and female applicants, 60% for males 
and 63% for females. The next Ughest group was the age 18 group 
with 18% of the male and 27% of the female Year 5 applicants.- The 
only other age group to have a significant representation was the ^ 
age 20 group with 15% of ^the male applicants and 7% of the f female 
applicants. Over 9.4% .of "the 'Year 5 active applicants were 18-20 . 
yesrs Qf age. Compated with/i973. there Vere po "significant changes 
in th^ age distribution in 1974. ^ ' ^ 



kljltlJr distribution is presented for the Regular, active appll- ' 
ca/s, in Table 13. A higher percentage (61%) of these applicants ' 
v^ere iale (down from 63% In 1973). X^re We relatively few 
applicants 17 years 'of age and younfeer but. above this age group 
there' was a more uniform distribution than s^'s the c^se with- the 
Year 5 applicants. The highest representafci^in^^sTrom the over,. 
21 age group which had 397^ of the male applicants and 29% of the 
female applicants. The next highest representation ^as from -the 
age '20 group, 20% of the male and 22% of the f emale^egular 

• ' . i ■ ' - * 

aRplicants were from this age group. As was the -case for Year 5 
applicants, there W^re no significanT changes in the age distri- 
bution for Regular applicants in 1974 compared to the previous ^ 
^r. Fbr both Year 5 and Regular applicants, the males were^ .; 
older on -average. Amongst the, former, 21% of the males' and only 
9% of the females were age 20 or over. Amongst the l^attet,. the 

dorrespondihg. percentages were 75% and 64%. 

■ • ..■ •.. ■-/ , •. ■ , \ . 

The ditl-zenship and immigr'atipn status of the Year 5 active appli- 
cants is presented m Table 14. Over 90% of these applicant^ were 
Canadian citizens in 1974,' a further 7% were landed immigrants and 
2% held' student visas. i:his same pattern was- evident in 1973. As 
was the case in 1971, in 19Z4 the largest representations of Year 5 
applicants "with land'ed Immigrant status vere from the United 
Kingdom and Europe,' 39% and 20% respectively. Over threg^^ quartets 
of the applicants with student visas were from the United Kingdom. 
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A .simllar distribution is presented in Table 15 "'for the R^gjulir 
active applicants. Nearly 61% of these applicaiits were Canadian 
citizens, a further 10% wete lajided immigrants atid 21% were on , 
student visas. By far the largest representations Of Regular 
applicants with landed immigrant or student visa status were from 
jthe United Kingdoqi; 36% of the applicants with landed ^iiimigrant 
status, and 42% of the appliqant;s on student visas were f«om this 
source. There were also significant percentages in these^ two 
categories applying fr^m Africa, Agia, Europe, the United States 
and the West TndieS. The overall pattern in 1974 was similar 

- \ 

to that in the previous year. ^ \ ^ 

9. The Status of Women Applicants . 

In recent years there has been considerable interest in the statu 
of women in society.. This itit er est \has included uf^iversities and 
in June, 1975, a pa|)er prepared by the COU Research Division 
entitled The Status of Womeh in the Ontario Universities was 
published in response* to question^ raised by the Ontario Status - 
of Women Council, T^e repor^t shl^wed that, in* fact, women do not 
have equality of participation with men as students in the Ontario 
university system. This' finding was not surprising ^upon exam- 
ination of applications statistics which revealed that fewer womeq}, 
than men sought admission to university in the f irst-^place and 



4 



t 



a 



that their choices of progranmes were 9«ij:e different than those 
for men. Because of continuing interest in the status of women 
in universities, it was decided, that this i^sue should be monitored 
in the context of application statistics. 

Table 16A and 16B ptesent statistics on applicants and 'registered 
applicants by prograrane and sex fqr 1973 and 1974. For this 
examination, the detailed programme classification used by the 
Application Centre has been employed. Applicants* programmes 



application forms i Upon examination of the\1974 figures, it can 



were defined to^be the first choice programme recoij'ded on, their 

\974 : ^ 

be seen that women accounted for 43% of total apMicants. However, 

/■ 

the percentage of women showed considerable variation among 

/ I 
individual programmes. 4Jomen accounted for 52%/ of the applicants^ 



y'' • ■ •■ 

in arts, but' for oiily 33% of the applicants in science. (Appli- 
cants to tliese two programmes represented 585^ of the total number 
of applicants.) Programmes in the areas/^ pf "traditional female- 
occupations" such as i^ducation, household science, social work, 
nursing, rehabilitation medicine and dental studies (primarily 
dental hygiene) showed a high percentage of female applicants, 
ranging from 74% in social work to 98% in nurs\ing. On* the other 
hand, programmes in' the areas "traditional nliale occupations" 
such as business and engineering and applied science "(which 
includes architecture, engineering^ and f ores trj^)\ showed rather 
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TABLE 16A 

APPLICANTS AND REGISTERS?) APPLICANTS 
PROGRAMbflS AND SEX 1973 



BY 



Arts 
Science 



/ 



Agriciilture 
Business 

Education ^ 
Engineering & Applied Sdence- ; 
Environmental Studies 
Fine & Applied Arts 
Household Science 
Journalism ' 
Physical 4 Health Education 
Social Work ^ 

Health Related: Pre-Medicine 
Nursing"' v 
^^Phaipaacy 
l^ehab. Medicine 
Dental Studies 

Other 



Total 



APPLICANTS 



REGISTERED 
APPLICANTS 



Total 


Z Women 


Total 


Z Women 


21,118 


51 


14,799'' 


52 • 


9,803 


29 


7,092 


33 ■ 


524 


21 


' 341 


. 25 


3,265 


21 


1,924. 


23 


210 


73 


98 


84 


4', 896 


4 


.2,742 


4 


773 


18 


322 


27 


1,894 


56 


904 


60 


691 


96 


434 


98 


275 


64 


127 ° 


76 


,2,586 


45 


1,240 


54 


555 


74 


205 


78 


146 


31 


70 


30 


1,245 


97 


485 


99 


600 


54 


208 - 


69 


.447 


94 




100 


3^ 


"87 


77 


75 


1,321 


27 


. 907 


29 


50,707 


^1 


32,039 


43 
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• . TABLE i6B 

APPUCANTS AND REGISTERED APPLICANTS BY 
PRdGK^MM5 AND SEX 1974 



APPLICANTS 



REGISTERED 
APPLICANTS 




Ptogramme 


- Total 


■Z Women, ' 


Tptal 


X Women 


Arts . 


21,778 




15,176 


*54 


Science 

to' t 


10,340 


, 33 ^ 


7,280 


36 


Agriculture 


641 • 


* 26 


406 


27 ' 


Business - 


3,913 


24 




25 


Education t 


731' 


80 


• 68 / 


"85 


Engineering & Applied Science 


6,016 ■ 


6 . 


. 3,102 


7 


^Environmental Studies 


826 ^ 


^ 21 


338 




Fine 4 Applied Arts 


1,831 


55 


•fi74 


63 


Household Science 


' 743 


96 


^454 


97 


^Journalism n ^ 


362 ^ 


59 


154 


" 68 


Physical & Health Education 


V 2,875 


46 


1.550 


54 


Social- Work 


662 


74 . 


'■• 344- 


, 78 


Healtl]i Related; Pre-Medicine 


171 


36 


50 


44 


Nursing 


1,396 


98 


472 . 


- 99 


; Pharmacy 


662 


^5 - . 


. 164. 


69 


^ Rehab. Medicine 


' . 405 


93 


61 


97 


Dental Studies 


387 


90 


45 


98 


Othei; * 


1,2^9 


29 


886 


30 


Total 


54,968 


. * 43 


33,664 


45. 



• 1 



44 
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low percentages of fmkle applipants, 24% in business and only 
•6% In engineering and applied science. 

The patterns of participation ratjios f6r registered applicants 
are similar to thfe correspondijig ratios for applicants. Women 
accounted for 45% of total registered applicants, a slightly 
higher ratio than for applicants. ^The percentages of women who 
were registered applicants were higher than the corresponding c 
figures for applicants In every' pro gr.ainme area; In many cases 
this difference was of the order of one or two percentage points. % 

The\974 statistics show an Increase In the percentage of women 
of two percentage points over th^ preceding year^for both appll- 

r A . . 

cants and registered applicants. The pa€tern df participation- 
•ratios for Individual programmes was similar Iti both 1973 and 

♦ ■ S. ■ Q 

1974. However the percentage of wome^ In mdst programmes -was 
slightly higher in 1974 'than in the pijeceding year. 
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APPENDIX A 



Programne Groupings 



01 Arts . * 

02 Science . ^ ' ^ . : 

03 Engineering 

0^ Physical ^ucation 

05 Commerce and Business 

06 Nursing 

07 .Other Related Arts ^ . ' 
* Music 

Fine and Applied Arts ^ 
Journalism ^ 
Social Work 

Education . ^ ' 

Other Adtninistrat Ion 

08 Other Related Science 

Agriculture 
Household. Science ^ 
Architecture ^ 
Forestry % 
Landscape Architecturie 
^ J! Health Science^ 

' 'Dentistry 
^Me^icine 

» \, ' . Phartaac • . 

: " ' Rehabilitation Medicine 

09 Other Degree . 

10 Ineligible ptograiranes - programmes not In the system 
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aIppendix b 

Geographic Groupings 



Ontario Counties 

01 Essex 

Kent^ 

02 Lambton 

Middlesex ^ 
Elgin 
Oxford 
Norfolk 

03 Hald inland 
Lincoln 
Wellan^ 

04 Halt on 

Wentworth 
* Brant 

05 Perth 

Waterloo. 

^Wellington 

Dufferin 

06 Huron 

Bruce* . n 
Grey 

07 Peel 

York 

Ontario 

Simcpe 

08 .Durham 

Norstiuamb er 1 and 

Prince Edward 

Victoria 

Peterborough 

Hastings 

Haliburton 



09 Lennox & Addingt 

Frontenac ^ 
* Leeds ^ 

10 Lanark 

Grenville 
Carleton 
^ Dundas 
Stormont 
Russell 
Prescott 
Glengarry ^ 

11 Muskoka 

. , Parry' Sound 
Nijpissing 
Renfrew 

■» 

"l2 Manitoulin 
Sudbury 
* Algopa 
Cochrane 
Timi^kaming 

13 Thunder Bay . 

Kenora 
Rainy River 

14 Quebec 



15 Canada (Other) 
^16 Outside Canada 
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